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.Baltimore 
Police .Spy 

Role Cited 

ByFredBarIxasfi 

' .• Washington P0« Staff Writor , ^ 

ANNAPOLIS, Jan. 14— An 
in vesUgating committee of the 
Maryland Senate cited the 
Baltimore city police 
department today for spying , 
on .noncriminal community 
groups and prominent in- 
dividuals during the 1970s and 
for- general '^abuses In in- 
telligence gathering” done 
with the ”fuit knowl^ge and 
consent” of the police com- 
missioner. - 

' Commissioner Donald D/ 
Pomerleau ^ specifically was | 
a<;pu8ed of using improperly 
dbidined information as a way 
oC, • intimidating \ some 
profeiinent persons. 

The report of the committee * 
concluded a year-long in- 
vestigation. A 'special in-, 
lelligence upit within the 
department, galled |he in- 
sp^tional services division, 
w?air criticized for compiling I 
dossiers that* contained sen- 
sitive personal V information , , 
about persons who are noty 
crirtinals. ...V 

, That uni^ accocdihg to the, 
corami tteeTepdrt, also ob- . 
tained personhl.* information 
from a large consumer credit 
bureau in BalUropre. - • v y 
-•The report also says that -'' 
officers in vice investigations 
conducted illegal telephone 
eavesdropping as a matter of 
routine. > 

The department’s “broad 
information-gathering with 
respect to various facets of , 
governmental political and 
con^munity lifo . . . was 
clearly excessive,*’ the report 
concluded. The intelligence 
unit in the department 
“amassed a data bank con- 
taining the names of, and 
* information pertaining to, 
hundreds, perhaps thousands, 
of citizens of this state, many 
of whom did nothing more I 
than testify with resp^t to a 
particular piece of legislation 
before the Baltimore City 
Council, or peaceably walk a 
picket line,” the report said. 

Many of the specific 




allegations mentioned in the , 
report already were 
publicized through committee 
hearings or newspaper I 
reports. • 

The committee^ found a | 
**mental attitude”^, among.,- 
intelligence officers in the \ 
department by which “per- j 
sops , who deviated from the 
norm, who were outspoken or 
criticized the sUtus quo, 
mrabers of organized laTOf, ** 
pidceters, and protesters, 
these people were ‘potential 
thpEats’ and society must be 
prgtwted against them.'* 

The committee also said '• 
that^omerleau used in- 
fontuidran for his own personal • 
advantage in dealing with 
prominent people. 

^Several persons testified 
that Pomerleau, when 
merting with citizens and 
government representatives 
about legitimate matters 
concerning the department, 
reteted to them words in a 
threatening fashion to the 
effect that ‘ . . . I know where 
youineet, when you are going 
tojiiieet, before you meet, 
what you do . . the report 
sajd; 

mothers, including elected 
officials, told the committee 
how- Commissioner 
Pohierleau frequently tried to 
impress upon them that he 
knew everything about 
everybody, including them.” 
O^public official was said to 
have been “down on his 
knees” in Pomerleau's office 
b^ause of information the 
commission had obtained \ 
a^thim. v.v j 

rThe committee recom- 
niended 15 legislative 
nteasures as a result of its 
investigation. It called for a 
new. state wiretapping law, 
calling the current one 
iimdequate and a law > 
prohibiting governmental • , 
agencies from maintaining 
information unnecessary for 
it& statutory duties. In ad- 
dition, the committee called 
for control of the city 
department to be returned to 
tlw city government from 
gubOTatorial control. ) 




